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Finally nature and a pure love save her from suicide. Gumilevsky
justified sexual license on physical grounds. The love in Romanov's
story Without Cherry Blossoms was equally divested of all its
romantic aura, A girl student tells her friend of the disgusting
relations among men and women students, and to prove it cites
her own experiences. Although these stories did not rise above
the level of common pornographic literature, they provoked end-
less arguments among the young people. To protect the youth
from such "slander'* a questionnaire was submitted to the students
of the Sverdlovsk and the Moscow State Universities, the results
of which were published and showed that 86 percent of the men
and 74 percent of the women students in the first institution, and
72 percent of the men and 82 percent of the women in the second
were for a "lasting love" as against the adherents of casual sexual
intercourse.
Of course the sex problem was not confined within the limits
of student life, where conditions though abnormal were merely
temporary. It was necessary to solve that more general question
of family life under new conditions, and to this end Soviet lit-
erature presented a number of stories and novels treating of fam-
ily tragedies which resulted from the new ideas on matrimony.
The difficulties began just when the young people, and particularly
the Communist youth, entered upon an independent life. Here
for example is a drama of pure love destroyed by the harsh inter*
ference of new ideas. Two members of the Communist Youth,
Alexander and Niurochka (in Semenov's Natalie Tarp&&), love
each other and wish to marry. But in Alexander's presence his
fiancee becomes the chance victim of his friend. The fiance had no
right to interfere, because she is a free woman. For a month
Niurochka is in despair and then she secretly goes to an ignorant
midwife and dies following an unskilfully performed operation.
Alexander is heartbroken, yet in response to Niurochka's pleas
for forgiveness at her deathbed he mutters: "But you are innocent,
don't you remember that I said: *You are free* you arc a free
individual. I had no right to interfere* had I?* ** IB this case die
author obviously holds the corrupter subject to moral censure, biit
according to the new ideas the latter should have triumphed and
felt himself justified. So it is in Karpov's navel The Fif$& Lo*c.